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Lake Geomean Values regression line -50% PI

+50% PI

ln(Chl-α) = 0.98(ln(TP))-

0.8515
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Chl-a vs TP in Plains and Ozark Border L1 Lakes (Annual 
Geomeans)

WLS Regression

log(Chl-a) = -1.504*[log(TP)]2 + 6.04*log(TP) - 4.495

R2 = 82.0%

log (P.I., 50%) = ±0.1702
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Chl-a vs TN in Plains and Ozark Border L1 Lakes

WLS Regression

log (Chl) = 1.822* log (TN) - 3.992

R2 = 79.5%

log P.I. = ±0.15916
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Chl- vs TP in Plains L2 Lakes (Annual Geomeans)

WLS Regression

log (Chl) = -0.7119*[log(TP)]2 + 2.575*log(TP) - 1.142

R2 = 69.1%

log (P.I., 50%) = ±0.084558
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Chl-a vs TN in Plains L2 Lakes (Annual Geomeans)

WLS Regression

log (Chl-a) = 0.7289*log(TN) - 0.9876

R2 = 58.3%

log (P.I., 50%) = ±0.08431
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Chl-a vs TP in Plains L3 Lakes (Annual Geomeans)

WLS Regression

log (Chl-a) = -0.5096*[log(TP)]2 + 2.792*log(TP) - 1.918

R2 = 83.4%

log (P.I., 50%) = 0.12167
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Chl-a vs TN in Plains L3 Lakes (Annual Geomeans)

WLS Regression

log(Chl) = 1.7413*log(TN)-3.7383

R2 = 77.3%

log (P.I., 50%) = ±0.1481
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Chl-a vs TP in Ozark Border L3 Lakes (Annual Geomeans)

WLS Regression

log Chl-a = 1.193 * log TP - 0.7516

R2 = 86.9%

log (P.I., 50%) = ±0.1692
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Chl-a vs TN in Ozark Border L3 Lakes (Annual Geomeans)

WLS Regression

log (Chl-a) = - 1.551*[log(TN)]2 + 10.776*log(TN) -16.81

R2 = 96.6%

log (P.I., 50%) = 0.15872
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Chl-a vs TP in Ozark Highland L1 Lakes (Annual Geomeans)

OLS Regression

log(Chl-a) = 1.139*log(TP) - 0.5564

R2 = 93.0%

log (P.I., 50%) = 0.06258
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Chl-a vs TN in Ozark Highland L1 Lakes (Annual Geomeans)

OLS Regression

log (Chl-a) = -6.063*[log(TN)]2 + 34.77*log(TN) - 48.34

R2 = 91.0%

log (P.I., 50%) = 0.070911
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Chl-a vs TP in Ozark Highland L2 Lakes (Annual Geomeans)

WLS Regression

log (Chl-a) = 1.051 * log (TP) - 0.4123

R2 = 81.5%

log (PI, 50%)  = ±0.1543
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Chl-a vs TN in Ozark Highland L2 Lakes (Annual Geomeans)

WLS Regression

log(Chl-a) = -2.561*[log(TN)]2 + 15.34*log(TN) -21.76

R2 = 66.5%

log (P.I., 50%) = ±0.2008
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Chl-a vs TP in Ozark Highland L3 Lakes (Annual Geomeans)

OLS Regression

log(Chl-a) = 0.4332*[log(TP)]2 +0.3364*log(TP) -0.3600

R2 = 89.2%

log (P.I., 50%) = 0.1031
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Chl-a vs TN in Ozark Highland L3 Lakes (Annual Geomeans)

WLS Regression

log (Chl-a) = 1.341*[log(TN)]2 - 5.205*log(TN) + 5.217

R2 = 73.1%

log (P.I., 50%) = 0.1638


